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UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

% QE,ELLOCF, CALIFORNIA ex rel. CASE NO. CV 01-8587 AHM (CWXx)
Prainifrs, ERRONEOUS WEBSI TE POSTING
V.
ALTUSFINANCE, SA. et. a.,
Defendants.

It has come to the Court’ s attention that an error was made when this
Court’'s May 8, 2002 “Order Granting Defendants’ Motion to Dismiss’ was
posted on the District Court’ s website. Specifically, although asfiled (and
apparently as circulated to the parties directly) that Order contained only 21 pages
and dealt only with the Attorney General’ s lack of standing, in the version posted
on the website, several additional pages from atentative, non-final, draft opinion
shown to the parties at the April 22, 2002 hearing were also included. Those
pages, containing analyses of “Article |11 Standing,” “ Statute of Limitations,”
“RICO Claims” and “Rule 9(b),” are not part of the Court’s order, do not reflect

any ruling by the Court and are not to be cited or used by any party, person or
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entity for any reason. Nor may any party, person or entity include those pages on

any document submitted to any court.

I'T IS SO ORDERED.

DATE: May __, 2002

A. Howard Maiz
United States District Judge




